
communications in
soil science

and —

plant analysis



MARCEL DEKKER, INC. fl
V Free prevtews a/online content
V Option 10 purchase zndividual arttclcs
V c tomizabk views of content. including zoom view for toNes and figuresv comprehensive, relevant, and functional links, including reference linking
Register now on dekker.com and receive a coupon good for 10% towards your next
Dekker purchase. Registered users enjoy these advantages:
V Quick access to subscriptions and downloads
V Optin nottjtcations of new products and special o,ffers in your subject of interest

Send your order to your subscription agency or directly to your nearest Marcel Dekkes Inc. office:

3Orde!
Webalte: www dekkee corn

© Toil-free: 1-860-228-1160
Overseas: 1-845-796-1919
Fax: 1-845-796-1372

@ E-mail: j,nlordersFPdekknr corn

Mail: Marcel Oekker Inc f’irnarron Road
PU. Boo 5017 Monticello, NY 12701-5185

For missing journal order claims and inquiries:
custserv@dekkeicom

To purchase offprints of articles that appear in any Dekker journal:
offprints@dekkercorn

To inquire about special sales and bulk purchases of Dekker journals
bulksaie@dekker.com

Online access to full-text journal articles for institutional subscribers is governed by a site license,
For a copy of the questionnaire and sire license, contact the Site License Dept. a,:

sitelicenses@dekkarcorn

Free Online Content Previews, Tables of Contents, Absfraeta and Instructions to Authors available
for all Oekker journals at wwwdekkeecom

* dkkn,com -0 vesutfl



COMN1UN SOIL SCL PLANT ANAL, 33( O& 10>. 1629—l642 2O02

QUA? TIFYING LABORATORY AND FIELD
VARIABILITY TO ASSESS POTENTIAL

FOR CARBON SEQUESTRATION

R. A. Bowman,i* j. D. Reeder,2 and B. j. Wienhold3

‘Soil SLICnLL SD.\ \RS Akron ( 0 020
2Soil Science, USDAARS, Crops Research Laboratory.

1701 Cemre Aye,, Fort Collins, CO. 80526
3Soil Science, USDAARS, 122 Keim Hall, University of

Nebraska, Lincoln, NE, 68583

ABSTRACT

Accurate measurements of soil organic carbon (SOC) levels are
essential to assess changes in C sequestration rates. To this end we
conducted studies to evaluate laboratory variability in SOC
concentration measured at USDAARS laboratories in Akron,
CO. Cheyenne, WY, and Lincoln, NE. At the Akron laboratory we
also evaluated field spatial variability within common cropping
treatments in order to assess the potential to quantify significant
changes in SOC content associated with rotations of varying
cropping intensities, Our data showed very low coefficients of

variation for SOC values from each of the three laboratories, and
the same average SOC values for soils from each treatment, For
mitigating spatial variability, the data showed that a 1%ha field
required 10 cores, the 0.2.ha field, 2 cores, and the 0,02ha field,
one core, in order to achieve a difference of e. 10% from the mean
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95% of the ti.m With respect to cropping intetisity, all rotaticns•
with fallow contained statistically the same SOC levels, with the
continuous cropping treatment [wi.nter wh.eat(Triticurn aestivum
L )—com(a mays L)•—proso millet (Pa.nicurn niiiacewn L )
showing higher levels of SOC than the conventionahtill winter
wheat summer fallow and the wheat—sunflower (Helianthus
annuus L)—fallow. Data indicate that net changes in SOC content
over time as a result of management will, be very difficult to
ass’ess, and will require a sufficient minimum elapsed time, as well
as great attention to sampling protocol.

INTRODUCTION

Reliable quantification of SOC is necessary if we are to reward good
cropland stewardship and conservation through carbon (C) credits, and assess the
potential to meet the Kyoto Protocol (7% reduction from 1990 levels of
greenhouse gases between 2008 and 2012). Besides the benefits of reducing
erosion and conserving water through adequate crop residue production and
management (e.g., nmtill practices, increasing the cropping intensity, adequate
fertilization), SOC has been estimated to have a realistic value of $10 to $20 per
ton (1,2), To implement a C credit program, we need an agreed upon
methodology for determining verifiable changes in SOC stock (levels).
Essentially, we need to be able to accurately measure existing C levels, and to
determine how small a change can be measured over time. In order to do this, we
need to quantify laboratory and field spatial variability for SOC and bulk density.
Changes in these parameters need to be accurately assessed over time for the
same treatment (rotation), or for a given time where different management
treatments are compared.

Soil spatial variability is an insignificant factor in the development of large
scale regional or global C budgets which evaluate differences in C sequestration
among diverse cropping systems or different soil types (2,3—5). Spatial
variability also is less important in evaluations of large losses in SOC content
after decades of tillage of the same sites (6—8). However, for rewarding C credits,
field spatial variabihty in SOC and vari.ability in laboratory analysis of SOC are
critical factors in accurately determining small but significant changes in SOC
content as a result of management practices.

To quantify variability in SOC laboratory aralyses, we evaluated
differences in SOC concentration at three different laboratories (Akron, CO,
Cheyenne, WY, and Lincoln, NE) measured on the same soil samples.
Additionally, at the Akron laboratory we measured field spatial variability of
SOC in ëon.mon cropping rotations (replicate plots of the same treatment), and
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changes in SOC due to five different rotations (treatment variability differences)
compai.ed to the tradi.ti.onal. winter wheat—summer fallow rotation, a.nd an
exi.sti.ng adj.acent native sod,

The objectives of this study, therefore, were two-fold: first, to detern ice
inter- and intra-laboratory variation in SOC measurements, and second, to assess
SOC content across a range ef cropping treatments by using three different SOC
methods at the Akron location.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Laboratory Variability

Soil samples (0—15cm depth) for inter- and intra-laboratory comparisons
of SOC variability were taken in the spring of 2000 from an alternative cropping
rotation study on a Weld si.l.t loam (fine, swectitic, mesic Aridic Paleustoils) at the
Central Great Plains Research Station, Akron CO (9—11). Twenty-one different
soil samples were sent to the three laboratories, representing all phases of six
different cropping rotations and an adjacent native sod, with each field treatment
replicated three times, The six cropping rotations were winter wheat-fallow
(W—F), winter wheat—corn-fallow(W—C—F), winter wheat—corn—proso millet—
fallow (W—C—M—F), winter wheat—sunflower-fallow (W— Sun—F), W—C—
Sun—F, and W—C—M. All rotations were no-tilled except for the W—F which
was conventionally tilled, The sunflower rotations received one tillage for
herbicide incorporation (12), but this practice was discontinued in 1998 when the
rotation became fully no-tilled. The adjacent native sod, established in the 1940s
on go-back land, is dominated by blue grama (Bouteloua gracilis), buffalo grass
(Bucloe dactyloides), and Stipa species.

Twelve soil cores were taken systematically from 30 m X 10 m plots and
composited for each rotation (eg, W—C—F) with each phase of the rotation in a
block or replicate contributing equally [(eg, W—C—F, 4 cores; C—F—W, 4
cores; and F—W—C, 4 cores) (see Fig. 1 in Bowman and Halvorson (9))]. The 21
composited soil samples were air-dried, screened through a 2-mm sieve, and
thoroughly mixed representative samples sent to all three labçratories,

All three laboratories determined SOC concentration of finely-ground soil
samples (approximately 20mg) with similar model Carlo-Erba’ C—N gas
analyzers (13). Each laboratory had its own protocol and standards. Samples were
not ground nor root materials iemoved before sending to cooperating

‘Trade names are included for the be.nefit of the reader and do not imply endorsement or
preferbntial treatment by USDA-ARS.
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laboratories, Each laboratory was asked to assess the variability of Soc content
with five replicate. snalyses of eac.h soil sample determined on at least two
separa.te dates. All three. laboratories reported mean SOC concentrations and
coefficients of variation for the 21 soil samples. The Akron laboratory
addition.aily conducted. SOC analysis on the 21 s.amples by using a chromic acid
oxi.dation (modified Waikley—Black, W—B)(l4) procedure., and a loss of organic
m.atter on ignition (L01) procedure (15). For the W —B procedure 0,20 gsoil
sample size was used, and for the LOT, 10 g. For the latter procedure, samples
were dried at 105°C for 24 hr, then at 400°C for 2 hr. SOM was calculated by
difference (105—400°C), and a factor of 0,6 was used to calculate the SOC. For
the W—B procedure, after oxidation of SOM with 25 rnL of I. 00 NK2Cr2O7and
5 thL of concentrated H2S04 for OS hr digestion at 135°C, samples were cooled,
made to a volume of 2.5 mL, centrifuged at 100O0 rpm (radius = 10cm), and the
ck.ar extract measured at. 625 nm against glucose—carbon standards,

Spatial Variability

For an assessment of soil spatial variability, two field sites were used: one
from the abovmmentioned alternative crops study, and a second (same soil
characteristics) with much larger experimental plots (Fig. 1). The second site

Rep 1

Rep 2

Rep 3

Rep 4

Figu,e 1. Representation of sampling scheme for assessing fir.ld spatial variability cf
soil organic carbon within a cropping rotation including wheat (W), core. (C), soybeans
(3), and fallow (F).
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contained three different rotations (W—F, W—C—F, and W—C—Soy (Glycine
max. U merr )—F replicated four times with all its rotation phases present every
year (nine plots per nrplicate). Each plot was 28 m X 55 ax Two of the four
eplicates of the W C— Soy—Frn rotation phase were assessed for spatial
variability by sam. pling seven sites within each plot. Six sites in an oval pattern
surrounding one central location were sampled, and each sample was comprised
of three composite cores taken 30cm apart (Fig. 1). Additionally, the same
rotation with all its phases (16 plots) was a.ssessed for spatial variabi.lity by using
only the center soil core site

Statistics

Coefficients of variation and of linear determination were calculated for
results from each of the three laboratories. The number of sample replicates
neede.d to achieve a 10% error from the mean 95% of the time was also
determined according to the following formula: n = (cv2)(t2)/e2)where n is the
number of replicates necessary for a 10% error (e) from the mean, and t is
Student’s t. For cropping intensity rotations, analysis of variance was
conducted at the 10% level (Tukey’s mean difference).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Laboratory Variability

If C credits are to be assessed regionally, the importance of consistency and
good reproducibility among laboratories is critical. All three laboratories showed
excellent agreement and reproducibility for SOC concentration for the 21 soil
samples obtained from the various cropping rotations and native sod (Fig. 2a),
With the exception of one sample from the Akron lab, correlation of
determination exceeded 95% with nearly a 1:1 relationship (intercept of zero and
slope of 1 0) for the three comparisons with the C—N gas analyzers. The outlier
sample could have been reanalyzed by the Akron laboratory to determine
whether an error made in sample selection or preparation, but it was
determined that without the data from the other two laboratories, this discrepancy
would not have been known, and, therefore, the data is accepted as valid as would
have been the case with most commercial laboratories. Coefficients of variation
(Table I) were ge.nerally less than 3% for the 1.0 subsaniples from the six different
rotations and the native sod, except for the “Day 1” mnat the Akron station which
was performad by a sumner student helper who h..ad minimal experience with the
instrument.
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Figure 2. (a) Comparison of soil organic C concentration measured by three laboratories
using similar CN gas combustion analyzers. (b) Comparisons of soil organic C
cone titration m.easured by C N ga•s combustion analyzer (CN), WaIkie Black chromic
acid oxidation (WB), arid iossonrignition (LOT).
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Results from the WB and the LOT methods con pared reasonably well
With: thoSe fr.oin. the. D—N gas analyzer values determined at the Altzon 555tmfl

(Fig. 2b), These other procedures were included sli.•c.e rrany laboratori:es outside
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Table 1. Reproducibility of Soil Organic Carbon Concentration as Assessed by

Coefficients of Variation (CV) of 6 Different S oil Rotation Samples and a Native Sod Run

at Least 5 Times on Two Different Days

.Laboratori.es (%CV).

Akron Cheyenne Lincoln

Rotations Day i5 Day 2 Day I Day 2 Day I Day 2

WF 1 0.9 3.2 1.0 3.9 2.1

W--C-F 3.9 2.6 2.6 1.4 1.1 1.5

\V—Suf 8.1 1,8 2.8 0.6 08 1.2

WC—MF 1.9 0.7 1.0 1.3 1.2 1.3

W—C-SumF 5,3 1.1 20 1.4 0.7 1.6

W—C—M 3.7 3.2 1.2 2.0 0.5 1.4

Rotation means 4.6 1.7 2.1 1.3 1.4 1.5

Sod 3.0 1.1 1.9 4A 1.6 l.8

W is wheat; C is corn; M is proso millet; Sun is sunflower; F is fallow.

5Analyses for rotations done by student summer help.

analyzed, or where the soils may contain CaCO3(14), as was the case in one of the

21 soils. This sample was overestimated by all three laboratories using the C—N

gas analyzer. The overestimation became evident from an analysis of the C/N

ratio which exceeded 14, and the fact that the soil sample effervesced (pH > 7.5,1

upon treatment with acid. The W—B procedure gave a very good estimate of SOC

concentration for this soil sample because CO2 gas from carbonates is not

measured in this procedure. However, the procedure suffers from interferences

from high chloride concentration, and its potential to pollute the environment

from the strong chromic acid waste generated (14). Our modified procedure

minimizes the amount of chromic acid used (2. 5 mL only), and upon completion

of the analysis, the unreacted Cr±C is reduced to Cr+S with organic material (14).

The LOT procedure measures soil organic matter (SOM), and its conversion to

SOC is very empirical, with most laboratories using a constant value of 60% C in

the SOM. Schulte et al. (15) gave a very i..hrough evaluation of this procedure

which requires careful attention to accurate weights obtained of the initial soil

sample, at l05C (removal of free water and water associated with certain

minerais, and at 40{YC complete oxidation of SOM without affecting

carbonates.
The data in Fin. 3 showed that, aithounh the. SOC values for the W—B and

1.01 tended to be lower, there was no statistical difference amon the means

: h c Z— dOd

\V-- B. or the 1,01 nroccdures.
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Figure 3. Comparisons among laboratories and methods of mean
concentration (n 21 different soil samples) (Tukey. 0.1).

Soil Spatial Variability

Soil spatial variability can be large even across short distances and
seemingly homogeneous areas (16). We therefore, decided to assess this
variability within small research plots, and also within larger plots similar in size
to a farmer’s field. For the spatial variability experiments, samples were assessed
on the basis of SOC concentration as well as on a volumetric basis (bulk density
and soil depth correction to 15 cm).

The small plots (1Dm X 3Dm) are part of a major long-term study to
understand soil water, nutrient, chemical and physical changes, and their effects on
yield and crop residue production under different tillage and cropping systems
i9.- 11). These plots were established in 1990 and 1991. For these relatively small
plots, only one composited sample was necessary to arrive at a 10% error from the
mean. Our one sample. though. was much more intensively obtained at the
replicate level (12 composited cores from all phases of a rotation) than as customary
for research slots. Nonetheless, the data did show that replicate iblock) I was
sagnificantly ereater with respect to SOC content from replicates 2 and 3 (Fig. 4t

Within the larger plots, variability for the W—C —Soy-F phase (two plots)

and the 16 plots wth all rotation, phases were assessed on SOC concentration
and content (Mg/ha) Average concentrations for the two same-phase plots were
0.63% high 0.67% and low 0.58%i and 0.67% SOC (high 0.71 le and

low -- 0.63%;. (oefficaents of varratton we-re. 4.5 and 4.6, respectivels. Under
these conditions at least two core samples across the piot were necessary to

achieve I PU eTTOr from the- mean.

10

soil organic C
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Figure 4, Comparison of mean soil organic C
alternative crops rotation.

concentrstion replicate plots in an

With the whole field (16 plots), average C concentration was 0,69%
(high = 0,80%, low = 052%). The coefficient of variation (116%) was higher
than that of the small plots. Thus, 10 composited soil cores were required for the
whole field assessment to achieve the 10% error from the mean. The average C
concentration for the whole field was only 6% higher than that for the average of
the two subplot phases, but this field required more core samples because of the
higher coefficient of variation. The analysis of variance showed no significant
difference among rotation phases, but as with the small plots, the replicates were
significantly different,

With respect to Soc content, results for the W—C-Soy—F phases were
14.9 and 14.6Mgha1,respectively. For the whole field, this value was
15.0Mg ha’, a 2% greater value than the average for the subplots. One of the
probable reasons for such a close correspondence was the fact that composite soil
core samples were used for all analyses.

Rotation Comparisons

A previous paper based on cropping intensity (10) had shown ir..creases
in SOC content as cropping intensity increased from W—F (05 cropping
intensity) to continuous cropping (LO cropping intensity). However, this
previous study did not differentiate spec.ific rotations with the same cropping
intensity (for instance, VCF and WSunF would have had the same
(1167) cropping intensity). We therefore evaluated the six different cropping

5

4

3

b
6.2
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rotations for differences in SOC. both among and within cropping intensities
ran.zin. Iron (15 to 1 (1 (V i Inc Vs F it) .roppine Intensits aid th
\VSuri—F 10.67 cropping intensity) rotations produced the least amount of
crop residue, and were probably subjected to greater loss of SOC to
decomposition and wind erosion than the other cropping systems (12). These
two rotations were, therefore, expected to result in lower SOC than other
rotations with higher cropping intensities, or in which sunflowers were not
included in the rotation. This study found that for mean comparisons ot
rotations, the general trends were increased SOC with increased cropping
mtensity, and within a gi en cropping intensit , lower SOC in the rotation
including sunflowers (Fig. 5. The W—C—F rotation was 15% higher in SOC
than the W—SumF rotation, and the WC..$vIF rotation was 11% higher in
SOC than the WCSun-F rotation, However, a difference of 3.6 Mg ha C
was required for statistical significance between cropping rotations, so no
significant differences in SOC were observed among all rotations that included
fallow. The WC-M rotation was 11 34% higher in SOC content than the
five rotations which included fallow. However, this continuous cropping
treatment was significantly higher in SOC than the WF and the WSun—F
rotations only. As a percentage of the original sod, the W—F rotation lost
approximately 60% of its SOC content, and the WCM.56%.

C-)
0
C))

‘C

Figure 5. Comparison of mean soil organic C concentration among tor six rotations (Mg
xi IC ci ITokeg fl N e n o coosoari n

U LL

uS
C)

U

0
Cc.

0

ci
0Co
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Other studies have demonstrated that small increases in SOC can
produce large agricultural benefits. Bauer and Black H showed that an
increase of 0.6 Mc SOC in ihe top 30-cm layer produced about 16 kg ha
extra wheat grain yield in North Dakota. Rasmussen at al, 17) showed that 5
metric tons of mature crop residue/halyr maintained soil organic matter levels
in a W—F system in the Pacific Northwest of the U.S. We observed a
4Mg ha’ SOC content difference between the conventional-till W—F and the
no-till W—C---M rotations; this rate of increase in SOC is about twice the
estimated rate reported by Lal (18) in a review of SOC increases due to
conservation tillage. These data, however, also showed that because of spatial
variability, a difference greater than 3.6 Mg ha of SOC was required for
statistical significance to occur.

Under conditions of low crop residue Inputs, as is generally experienced
by cropping conditions in the central Great Plains (Ii), positive increases in
SOC content over a relatively short time may be difficult to quantify for a
specbc rotation. This univ not he the case for comparisons of widely
divergent rotations such as the conventional-till NV—F and a no-till continuous
cropping rotation. Thus, even if both rotations are still losing SOC to
decomposition and erosion, the slope (rate of loss) for the continuous
cropping may be less, therefore, indicating a significant reversal of SOC
loss.

CONCLUSIONS

Our results indicate that different laboratories can arrive at the same
numerical value for SOC content. Spatial variability and short-term rotation
treatment differences in SOC content, however, will not be as easy to
determine. Because of the intrinsic difficulties in assessing SOC changes,
these changes probably will be modeled based on climate, soil type.
topography, tillage. rotation, chemical inputs (best management practices),
and hiomass yields (crop residue and grain) with selected field verification or
ground truthmg. This ground truthing, however, will require great attention to
sampling regime, and a sufficiently minimum elapsed time for changes to
occur.
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